ISO New England Comments on OASIS S&CP and Implementation Guide for FERC Order 890
Due 8/14/07

1. Given the impact of the proposed changes to the S&CP and associated documents, the fact that the corresponding NAESB Business Practices are not yet defined and the interaction of these documents with the ongoing NERC process, we recommend at least a second round of informal comments be vetted through the NAESB subcommittee(s) prior to proceeding to the Executive Committee.
2. We recommend that the ATC item under TS_ TYPE be removed.  If the Transmission Provider is posting detailed offers of available capability then they will be doing so by posting that available capability per each type of transmission service through the TS_TYPE method.  We suggest that, if such generic values of ATC are required that the Transmission Provider utilize the SYSTEMDATA NATC and NFATC elements rather than the ATC item under TS_TYPE.

3. We recommend that TRM and CBM be added as valid TS_CLASS items.  The TTC component of available capability calculation can currently be posted using the TS_CLASS attribute or using the SYSTEMDATA template. With the FERC requirements for transparency, the Transmission Provider should have the choice of how to present the ATC components to their customers, and should state in their Business Practices ‘how’ that information is being posted. 

· If the TTC, TRM and CBM components have a variability that is associated with the type/duration of service, TSPs may desire to post the components in the same manner as they post the services available – requiring these to be valid items in the TS_CLASS .  

· If the TTC, TRM and CBM do not vary with the service type/duration, TSPs may choose to use the SYSTEMDATA template.

· If this mechanism is added, Transmission Providers should not have to provide the data under both locations

· If this mechanism is not added, the current TTC item under the TS_CLASS should be removed for consistency

4. We recommend that the SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE TRM in the SYSTEMDATA template be replaced with two values, FTRM and NFTRM.  Unlike CBM, TRM can be used in both Firm ATC and Non-firm ATC calculations and the basis for determining the TRM for those services could be different.  For example, TRM may be non-zero in Firm ATC calculations, but zero in Non-firm ATC calculations.  This type of situation should be covered in the S&CP rather than each Transmission Provider registering in a different way to post these varying TRM values.
5. We are not sure if this suggestion belongs in the Implementation Guide or the Business Practices document, so we will present this comment to both committees.  Customers request service on OASIS in response to offerings posted by the Transmission Providers. While those offerings do not contain the acronym ‘ATC’, those posted offerings represent the ‘available transfer capability’ on their system at any given time.  We recommend that it be clear in the NAESB documentation that the posting the service available in this manner meets the FERC requirement to post ATC such that Transmission Providers are NOT required to reiterate their ‘available transfer capability’ through the generalized format provided for in the SYSTEMDATA template. 
6. The systemdata template provided in the S&CP is for Query/Response, yet the language throughout Section 013-3.3 of the Implementation Guide refers to this template as being used for posting.  We recommend that either the template be redefined to be a ‘posting’ template or the language in the Implementation Guide be modified to reflect that the proposed template is providing information on how the customer should ask for data and what data they should expect to receive in response to the request. Any definition of posting requirements should be maintained only in WEQ-001. 

7. In reference to situations when the ATC changes due to 10% change in TTC. It should be clear that this applies only when the monthly or yearly ATC/TTC values.  The STOP_TIME should not automatically be set to the START_TIME. If the reduction is due to an outage, there could be a known STOP_TIME that would provide valuable information to the customer.  If it is expected to be a permanent change, the STOP_TIME could have a time very far in the future.

8. With respect to ATC postings at zero for six months. It should be clear that this applies only when the monthly or yearly ATC values are posted at zero for six months.  It should be clear that the START_TIME is expected to be in the past.

9. We agree that the proposed templates for Outage Postings are appropriate for those Transmission Providers that choose to post using this template. However, security template provided in the S&CP is for Query/Response, yet the language throughout Section 013-3.4 of the Implementation Guide refers to this template as being used for posting and should be modified accordingly.

10. We agree that the proposed template for Curtailments would meet the industry needs to satisfy the FERC requirements on this issue.  However, security template provided in the S&CP is for Query/Response, yet the language throughout Section 013-3.4 of the Implementation Guide refers to this template as being used for posting and the language should be modified accordingly.

11. Since the use of the security template is currently optional, we recommend that somewhere in the NAESB document there is requirement that the Transmission Provider must include details of any implementation of the use of these templates in their posted Business Practices.
12. Section 13-3.7 appropriately allows for the Transmission Provider to register a REDUCTION_TYPE. However, we recommend that the associated requirement in this section, that the Transmission Provide document any newly registered type on their OASIS,be placed in WEQ-001 rather than in the implementation Guide. 

13. We do not see any indication of what OASIS should do to address when a pre-confirmed request requires an existing ACCEPTED request to become REFUSED; addressing FERC Order 890 paragraph 1401-1407.  This subject would seem to fit as a new subsection under Section 13-2.4, Displacements.
14. We have concerns with the initial proposal of a six month implementation plan from the time the NAESB changes are adopted as regulation by FERC.  We believe that at this time it is too early to establish a firm deadline since the associated Business Practices are not yet defined, which could require additional changes to these documents. At this time we recommend a nine month implementation schedule, but this must be revisited once the requirements are finalized.  Below is a description of the process that would be required if this change will involve a full release of the OASIS product from vendors to the Transmission Providers:

· Vendor evaluation of requirements, development and testing

· End User installation and testing 
· Backend integration, requiring potential development and testing

· End User training
· Notification and potential training to Transmission Provider customers
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